The debates between early seventeenth-century Arminians and their Contra-Remonstrant opponents are widely known to have focused on predestination. 1 Yet Franciscus Gomarus-Arminius' best known opponent-is said to have considered "not the doctrine of predestination but that of justification" as the "cardinal point on which Arminius deviated from Reformed doctrine."
2 Justification by faith was also the subject of a correspondence that Petrus Bertius, an ally of Arminius, started in 1608 with the Franeker theologian Sibrandus Lubbertus. The third question is whether we are justified before God by faith as by a hand or an instrument embracing the righteousness of Christ, or [justified] as by a work and a conditional act by which the human being is justified before God. Jacobus Arminius gave occasion for this question and after him someone who is currently a professor of ethics, called Petrus Bertius, who in a certain writing asserts against Sibrandus Lubbertus, doctor in theology at Franeker, that we are justified by the work of faith in so far as it is a work and in this he follows the error of Servet and Socinus. 5 In a letter on doctrinal differences several ministers from the Church classis of Walcheren in Zeeland included a brief section on justification, in which Bertius and Arminius were cited as claiming that what God considered to be righteousness was the act of faith. 6 The disagreement on justification was again mentioned in the report that Festus Hommius drew up and published in 1618. In this report he listed doctrinal points where Remonstrants deviated from the Dutch Confession.
7 So then, justification clearly was an issue in the early controversy on Arminianism. 8 The debate on justification during the early Arminian controversy seems an appropriate theme of a contribution to a volume for Willem
